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to produce a specimen of the system of simplified and accelerated
cataloguing-which in spite of his bibliographical experience he con-
sidered feasible, but which when examined by Winter Jones was
found to contain in twenty-five titles "almost every possible error
which can be committed in cataloguing books.," and to be "open to
almost every possible objection which can be brought against concise
titles." Nor was the answer diiKcult to a Commissioner who asked
Panizzi "What is the use of a title in Russian characters to an English
reader?" Winter Jones proved a very useful supporter of Panizzi,
and his evidence did much to drive off the field the many advocates
of quick and easy cataloguing. Panizzi and Winter Jones found
among the witnesses not only critics but valuable allies. Cureton spoke
with his calm good sense and good feeling, and Edwards, though he
preferred a classed catalogue, spoke well of the necessity of an alpha-
betical catalogue, each to support the other. But the best support
came from Augustus de Morgan, mathematician and bibliographer.
He declared his approval of Panizzi's Rules simply because they were
rules, while most catalogues were made with none. He examined the
recent and lauded catalogues of the Bodleian and the London Library;
the former he found to be no credit to the University of Oxford, and
the latter to be even worse, than those produced by dealers. And to
the views of amateur cataloguers he replied that he knew very few
mathematicians whom he would trust to give an accurate description
of a mathematical book.
The Commissioners entirely supported Panizzi on all points*of
the controversy. They believed that the Trustees were ill-advised in
commencing the publication of the Catalogue and consequently in
encouraging the expectations thus disappointed. Nor did they think
that when the MS. was completed the Trustees would think the
expense of printing worth while. Panizzi had estimated to the Trustees
in 1847 that if the Catalogue were to be prepared to contain all
books received up to the end of 1854, the result could go to press in
1860, and the publication could not be completed till 1895, or forty-
one years later than the closing date of accessions. Publication was
impossible during the preparation of the copy. Moreover they strongly
condemned the Trustees* interference in the details of cataloguing,
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